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Bernhard Müller: Good morning, distinguis-
hed panelists and guests! On behalf of URBAN 
FORUM, I would like to welcome you to this 
online Forum. My name is Bernhard Müller, 
my colleague Helena Chang from SINOPRESS 
will introduce herself in a few minutes.

After the first successful cooperation between 
SINOPRESS and URBAN FORUM in March on 
the topic of “Terror attack, Security and Hu-
man Rights”, we’re proud to carry out today’s 
forum on the topic of “Protection of Civilians 
amid Terrorism Prevention”. 

The required ongoing anti-terrorist campaign 
worldwide is drawing more and more atten-
tion to the safety of the civilians in the con-
flicting countries or regions. The intricacy and 
delicacy amid terrorism prevention has been 
causing complications in protecting the rights 
and the safety of the innocent civilians. The 
COVID-19 pandemic is only adding insult to 
injury. What has happened and is happening 
to terrorism and anti-terrorism? How to opti-
mize the protection of civilians amid terrorism 
prevention? What has happened and is hap-
pening to terrorism and anti-terrorism? How 
to optimize the protection of civilians amid 
terrorism prevention? Today, our panelists will 
share their expertise and opinions on the re-
lated issues.  

I would like to briefly introduce the panelists 
for today’s forum:  

Mag. Marcus Schober, Austrian politician, 
director of the Vienna Education Academy, 
member of the Vienna State Parliament and 
City Council. A warm and friendly welcome, 
Marcus!

Marcus Schober: Good morning. Thank you for 
the invitation!

Bernhard Müller: It’s our pleasure! Our next 
panelist is Professor Dr. Georg Zanger, well-
known Austrian lawyer and President of the 
Austrian Chinese Business Association (ACBA). 
Good morning, Georg!

Georg Zanger: Good morning. Thank you for 
the invitation!

Bernhard Müller: Thank you so much, Georg! 
Now, Dr. Nicolas Stockhammer, security policy 

analyst and counterterrorism researcher at 
the Institute for Legal Philosophy of Vienna 
University. Good morning and welcome!

Nicolas Stockhammer: Thank you, good mor-
ning!

Bernhard Müller: Thank you, Dr. Stockham-
mer! And last but not least, Mag. David Kain-
rath, a political scientist and an expert for the 
European affairs. Welcome!

David Kainrath: Thank you and good morning!

Bernhard Müller: I would like to give the floor 
now to my colleague Helena Chang for the 
first round of questions. Helena, the floor is 
yours.

Helena Chang: Thank you, Bernhard! A warm 
welcome from my side, too, to all our guests 
today, especially to our distinguished pa-
nelists!  I’m Helena Chang, Editor-in-Chief of 
SINOPRESS. As Bernhard stated just now, the 
issue of civilian prevention amid the anti-ter-
rorism campaigns is not to be ignored and is 
indeed being paid more and more attention 
to. I believe today’s discussion will generate 
deep analysis as well as inspiring views and 
I’m pleased to have the honor to start the first 
round of questions. 

Allow me to begin my question with Mr. Mar-
cus Schober. Mr. Schober, the rights of the in-
nocent civilians in countries and regions with 
terrorism are under big peril. But the anti-ter-
rorism campaigns could also inadvertently 
bring danger to them, physically, economical-
ly, socially and culturally. How to avoid such 
scenario, in your opinion?

Marcus Schober: I think anti-terrorism campa-
igns that are conducted by multiple states on 
an international level are always high-risk car-
riers, as they require foreign troops to operate 
in a foreign country. These troops usually have 
the best intentions but are unfamiliar with the 
foreign country, unfamiliar with its social and 
cultural norms. Yet they have to conduct mili-
tary operations in those terrains, running lar-
ge-scaled operations in the elevated environ-
ment. I mean it is almost impossible (to do the 
job) without any physical, economic, social or 
cultural damages done to the civilian popu-
lation. However, one mustn’t forget that it’s 

these troops’ primary target to protect the ci-
vilian population because the terrorist groups 
aim to harm the civilians. There fore, one must 
assess whether the benefits outweigh the de-
triments.

Helena Chang: The benefits. Could you be a 
little more concrete about the benefits in this 
context?

Marcus Schober: I think the most important 
thing is peace.   

Helena Chang: I think so, too. Peace should 
be the priority.

Marcus Schober: It should be the priority, of 
course, yes.

Helena Chang: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Schober! I agree with you totally. Now I’d like 
to come to Dr. Georg Zanger. Dr. Zanger, ci-
vilians in the terror regions are often squee-
zed by broad-framed anti-terrorism laws and 
measures, with little or no recourse. How to 
protect the innocent civilians during the anti- 
terrorist campaign, ensuring their human 
rights from the legal point of view?

Georg Zanger: Thank you for the question! In 
order to assess counterterrorism measures, it 
is first necessary to explore when and how 
terror arises and where it has its roots. 

Currently, the terror of Islamic extremists, es-
pecially the so-called “Islamic State” IS, is in 
the foreground. If one goes back in history by 
a few centuries, one can easily find documen-
tation for the unimaginable terror that the in-
dustrialized world exercised in the so-called 
“colonies”. We all have our “past” and build 
our cultures on it. No matter if it is the Chris-
tian culture, if it is the Jewish culture or the 
political cohesion of results of the revolution. 
In reality, the fight against terror would have 
to start with enlightenment. The enlighten-
ment makes us to be aware of what happened 
in the past and what we did to the people in 
their previous generation, and who have now 
been infiltrated by terror thoughts.

But this is precisely what is not happening. 
The current societies in the Western countries 
are also characterized by racial discrimination, 
persecution of minorities and political and 
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economic exclusion, regardless of whether 
they are so-called “democratic” or so-called 
“dictatorships”. Only when we have under-
stood this as a basis can we approach the 
immediate fight. Fighting terrorism therefore 
essentially consists of educating people, per-
suading them to think differently, and edu-
cating them to coexist peacefully while at the 
same time proving that armed conflicts lead 
to further wars and terrorist attacks lead to 
further terror.

Helena Chang: Thank you, Dr. Zanger! You are 
offering us profound views into the problem. 
Now that you mentioned racial discriminati-
on, I’d like to ask Dr. Nicolas Stockhammer a 
related question. Dr. Stockhammer, you are 
an expert on human rights. Concerning the 
scope of human rights protection, the survival 
right of the innocent civilians during counter 
terrorism should not be ignored. Yet, the civi-
lian casualties due to anti-terrorist campaigns 
have occurred repeatedly. Is racial discrimina-
tion or personal contempt in the foreign mili-
tary troops stationed in the relevant countries 
a question to be asked in this context? If so, is 
there a solution to it?

Nicolas Stockhammer: Okay, thank you very 
much for this question! It’s a question not 
very easy to be answered. I would like to get 
a starting point on the facts. If we take the 
case of IS, which was mentioned by Dr. Zan-
ger just now, this terrorist organization was 
explicitly involving civilians, using civilians 
as target or protective shield. Similar cases 
applied to the Taliban in Afghanistan. So, we 
are facing now a battlefield of blurred lines, 
which makes things quite complicated, coun-
terterrorism operations in particular. To avoid 
the complication, the US armed forces are 
following specific Rules of Engagement and 
combat directives.

Considering those blurred lines, though, it is 
sometimes not very easy even if there is pro-
found intelligence to differentiate between 
innocent civilians and guerrilla fighters. We 
have observed this during the Vietnam War 
with the Vietcong, where terrorist organiza-
tions tried to infiltrate and bring civilians on 
their side. That caused a lot of difficulties. 

But referring to your immediate question 
whether personal motives may have an im-

pact on that: Definitely this may be the case. 
The question of racism in armed forces, in 
particular, with reference to counterterrorism 
operations also has to be raised. According to 
my observations, this has played a rather mi-
nor role in the past. In the future, this may be-
come more and more important to observe. 

The question of human rights protection is 
crucial, but there are certain drawbacks in the 
vicinity. we have to take those into consider-
ation. Counterterrorism is always dependent 
on intelligence, always dependent on follow-
ing the rule of law for the foreign troops in 
another country. We have also the question of 
who should take care of the human rights is-
sues, who to execute and who to be the court 
to judge whether human rights are violated. 
This whole complex sets off a new complex of 
further questions, in my opinion.

Helena Chang: You observed the blurred 
lines, Dr. Stockhammer, also the racial discri-
mination and its related consequences cau-
sed by the foreign military troops stationed. 
What do you think of the function of the UN 
here? Is the UN playing an effective roll here? 
Do you think the role of the UN should be 
strengthened?

Nicolas Stockhammer: I think it would be a 
great idea to strengthen the role of the UN. 
But in the past, we have seen that the ma-
jor geopolitical actors have sometimes found 
their ways in getting around the UN decisi-
on-making. And in my experience, the UN has 
its value when backed by the key players. But 
if we take the case of the United States, for 
example, when we consider what had happe-
ned in Iraq in 2003 and the following years, 
the UN was reduced to theater players, where 
power politics took place. I think its function 
can only be maintained upon greater consent 
among the key players in politics and this in-
volves the United States. It depends on the 
administration in charge of the United States 
government, now with the administration of 
Joe Biden’s. I think there is a certain oppor-
tunity to back up the UN, but if we consider 
the case of Donald Trump, there is a lot of dra-
wbacks in that regard.

Helena Chang: Geopolitics is a keyword, I 
guess. We might be able to discuss a bit more 
about geopolitics later. Thank you very much, 

Dr. Stockhammer for your analysis! Now last 
but not least, I’d like to raise a question to Mr. 
David Kainrath. 

Mr.Kainrath, I heard you lived in Sweden as 
well as in Belarus before, where terrorism 
also happened. Both countries suffered from 
bloodshed by terrorist attacks. The 2017 ter-
ror attack with a hijacked truck in Stockholm 
killed five people. The 2011 Minsk Metro 
bombing killed 15 people and injured more 
than 200 others. The Stockholm perpetrator 
was a rejected asylum seeker who had sworn 
allegiance to the Islamic State in a self-re-
corded video the day before the attack. The 
Belarus one was done by two perpetrators 
with not even cleared-up motives. So why? 
Could you inspire us on this? How do you think 
the lives of innocent civilians can be protect-
ed with such terror attacks happening world-
wide (not to mention the attack last Novem-
ber happened in Vienna where we live)?

David Kainrath: Thank you, Helena, for a very 
interesting and also very difficult question to 
answer.  I would like to start by saying that 
I’m a political scientist, and I use a compara-
tive political rather than the legal or counter-
terrorism expert perspective which we have 
in this esteemed panel already. And I also 
would like to add that not only did I live in 
Sweden for 10 years when unfortunately, in 
Stockholm, the terrorist attack took place. I 
also happened to have the privilege to live 
in France, where several terrorist attacks 
happened. I lived in Belgium for half a year 
where the airport was bombed. And I lived in 
Belarus, of course, with one terrorist attack in 
the history of the country, happened in 2011. 
I had the great pleasure and privilege to study 
for a month at Fudan University in Shanghai, 
where I felt was probably the safest of all 
places.      

Considering your question, I would like to re-
mark a few things. When we talk about Eu-
rope, about the terrorism as a problem in the 
European context, it seems natural to all the 
participants here that we talk about terrorism 
prevention as a duty of the police force. No-
body talks about the military, about soldiers 
on the street. Everybody thinks of terrorism 
prevention as a duty of the police. I believe 
this is the way it should be, but this should 
only be one side of the strategy. 
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Dr. Zanger already mentioned some of the 
contributing factors which lead to terrorism. 
He mentioned the racial discrimination and 
social injustice and I would also like to add 
corruption and general rule of law. These fac-
tors are probably universe, or wherever you 
have terrorism, you probably also have these 
factors which enable or facilitate terrorism. 
For example, when there is corruption and a 
lack of rule of law, it will be easier for the 
terrorists to procure weapons and to organize 
in secret, and also to recruit people for their 
cause. 

If you have all these factors present, the rule 
of law is bad, corruption is there, plus racial 
discrimination and social injustice, there is 
still one element that might be the step for-
ward with all the conditions already being 
there to allow terrorism actually to take place. 
That is “radicalization”. And this is where the 
police work actually comes in because all the 
factors before are not dealt with by the po-
lice. You don’t create social justice with the 
police. You don’t fight racial discrimination 
primarily through the police. You don’t fight 
corruption primarily by the police, it is to be 
done by the judicial authorities. 

But when it comes to the police, that’s when 
radicalization starts and when those groups 
actually form. They go from idea to action. 
Here you need a dedicated specialized po-
lice effort to fight terrorism. In this regard, I 
would also like to say, it’s probably the most 
ungrateful job in the world, because when 
the police work is successful, we never hear 
about it. We only hear about it whenever it 
fails. I can probably not give you good exam-
ples when the police work actually succeed in 
preventing terrorism attacks because we very 
rarely hear about it.

Helena Chang: Good point! And the security 
forces could be also compromised. This topic 
is a big thing to talk more about in the future. 
If we have a chance, I’d love to hear more 
about your opinions on that. Thank you again, 
Mr. Kainrath, for sharing your deep view!  

Now that I’ve completed the first round of 
questions, I’d like to hand the floor back to 
Bernhard, please.

Bernhard Müller: Thank you, Helena. It was 
extremely interesting to listen to the opinions 
of all the panelists! I will now start the next 
round of questions with Mr. Marcus Schober.  

Dear Marcus, at present, COVID-19 is still 
raging on a global scale. Besides the severe 
social and economic damages, the pandemic 
seems to be posing new challenges to securi-
ty in some areas, too. The increasing shortage 
of adjustable resources is being taken advan-
tage of by terrorism in some regions. Mean-
while, some countries suggest that effective 
measures to limit the spreading of the COV-
ID-19 virus, such as blockades, quarantines 
and mobility restrictions, are successful in re-
ducing the risk of terrorist. What is happening 
to terrorism under the pandemic? How do you 
evaluate the emergency measures against 
COVID-19 pandemic worldwide?

Marcus Schober: Concerning COVID-19 pan-
demic, there seems to be a lot of extremism 
over the entire situation. Those develop-
ments were to be expected. Additional rela-
ted measures which have been deployed in 
most countries to manage the pandemic are 
leading to an increase in anti-government 
sentiments. Quarantines may initially lead 
to reduction in terrorism, because there are 
less people in the street and therefore less 
potential targets. But in the long run, I believe 
isolation will make trouble. Unless something 
is done, it will result in more extremism, hate 
and terrorism. 

In general, I believe most related measures 
are necessary, especially during the ear-
ly days of the pandemic. However, we are 
reaching a point where measurements aren’t 
necessary to the pandemic, but to the inabil-
ity of governments to vaccinate their popu-
lation efficiently. This is what we’re currently 
witnessing in Austria and I consider this as 
unacceptable.

Bernhard Müller: Thank you very much for 
speaking out, dear Marcus! We will now conti-
nue with Dr. Georg Zanger.  Georg, as was dis-
cussed in the first round, civilians in the terror 
regions are often squeezed by broad-framed 
anti-terrorism laws and measures, with little 
recourse. Does the right of recourse, if there 
is any, apply to indigenous peoples such as 
Native Americans and Native Australians? 

Georg Zanger: The actions of the power of 
that time, especially the United Kingdom of 
England, but also France in the conquests 
against Indians and Indigos joins the crimes 
against humanity that were later the order 
of the day in the Middle Ages and the begin-
ning of the industrial age. To believe that ge-
nerations of human beings do not carry this 
subjugation and mistreatment is an illusion. 
Similar to the compensation of forced labo-
rers, compensation should also be paid for 
the indigenous people who were persecuted 
through decades. 

When we speak of human rights being indi-
visible, this undoubtedly applies to indige-
nous peoples and Native Americans, as well 
as Australian Aborigines. It also applies, of 
course, to autonomous regions, as in Tibet, as 
in Xinjiang Province, as with the many nation-
alities that are united in China. Unlike other 
states, China grants autonomy to national 
minorities, respecting and preserving their 
history and traditions. 

Helena Chang: Allow me to resume the roll 
of moderation. Dr. Zanger, as you pointed 
out, history was filled with actions of power 
and conquests of foreign land, causing incre-
dible trauma for indigenous peoples. Right 
now, human trauma is continuing in fighting 
against terrorism. There are numerous cases 
of civilian injuries or deaths in countries like 
Iraq, Syria, Afghanistan, Pakistan, Somalia 
and other anti-terrorist battlefields. One case, 
for example, brought me to attention. That is 
what happened with the Australian troops in 
Afghanistan. There have been reports in the 
past years about some illegal deeds done 
by the Australian troops in Afghanistan. Last 
year, there was a known case, 25 members 
of a special unit unlawfully killed at least 
39 prisoners or civilians. And the Australian 
Defense Forces’ chief said that it is definitely 
“shameful balance sheet”. How to interpret 
such military war crimes?

Georg Zanger: When historically sustainable 
conflicts are resolved through war, only the 
arms industry emerges victorious. To cover up 
the inhumanity of the military, state-sancti-
oned fake news is spread as information. This 
has been the case, for example, with the first 
Iraq war, which has gone down in history as a 
“war of lies.” The same is true for the second 
Iraq war, the Afghanistan war and the still 
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ongoing conflict in Syria. Here, demonstra-
tions of power are being carried out that not 
only cost the lives of hundreds of thousands 
of innocent people, but also build further bar-
riers and are virtually a breeding ground for 
future terrorist attacks. Not to understand this 
shows the arrogant lack of understanding of 
our industrialized world.

Concerning the 39 prisoners or civilians killed 
by the Australian soldiers on 19. November 
2020 during the mission in Afghanistan, it is 
no coincidence that many people in our coun-
try do not think on (the issue of) torture as 
much as waterboarding or killing of civilians. 
China went another way with some form 
of education for a certain period of time, to 
change the opinion of the (potentially dan-
gerous) people. For example, China recogniz-
es that national autonomies are of particular 
importance and significance. Indeed, there is 
no other way to understand that there are 56 
autonomous regions in China, that religious 
freedom is not only guaranteed, but that fur-
ther religious education and the practice of 
religious events are encouraged. In few coun-
tries in the world does the state contribute 
significantly to the preservation of religious 
sites, such as mosques and the like, and last 
but not least, the reconstruction of Tibet has 
only been possible with state funds. You see, 
this is another way to fight against terror-
ism, no bombing, no war. We have to discuss 
which way is better. In the end, history will 
show it. Thank you!

Helena Chang: Thank you so much, Dr. Zan-
ger! Yes, the world needs more discussion 
about how to use alternative methods to 
avoid bombing and killing, to avoid injuring 
civilians. Civilians can hardly run away from ill-
fate, either by terrorism or by anti-terrorism. 

Now I like to come back to Dr. Stockhammer. 
Strengthening collective actions between 
countries and international anti-terrorism 
co-operations should definitely help cope with 
the terrorism problem. But are there faux-pas 
to be avoided? Where is the starting point? 
Which aspects should be paid more attention 
to reassure the safety of the innocent civilians 
in the affected areas, Dr. Stockhammer?

Nicolas Stockhammer: Thank you for the 
question. The starting point is the strengt-
hening of collective actions. I think internatio-

nal cooperation is crucial. In particular, taking 
into consideration, the conflict fighting terro-
rism abroad will reduce the risk of terrorism 
in our home countries.

When it comes to the potential victims of 
counter-terrorist operations in the regions 
themselves, it is a very different and difficult 
question. As I mentioned at the very begin-
ning, one proper way to reassure the safety 
of innocent civilians could be to isolate the 
enemy to identify who’s on the side of the 
terrorist organizations. To separate potential 
victims of any terrorist operation by putting 
up a barrier line to substantially push the en-
emy into a certain area where it’s perfectly 
clear who’s the bad guys. When it comes to 
the measures of the international law and in-
ternational organizations, the issue becomes 
even more complicated, as we’ve seen in the 
case of ISIS.  International law would not at-
tribute ISIS the role as a subject (legal sta-
tus). So we actually face now and also in the 
past some sort of Gray War, which means the 
mandate of fighting these terrorists organ-
izations is not always perfectly clear. There 
are sometimes different motivations to fight 
them. We have seen that very clearly in Syria 
where the alliances between different actors 
made up two different positions. For exam-
ple, the Russians were in Syria to support 
Bashar al-Assad. They were not there to fight 
ISIS even though they did it actually, but it 
was rather a collateral effect. And here we 
have seen many casualties among civilians 
because of their actions. The Americans call it 
collateral damage, too. This is something we 
should put on the table of the law. 

When it comes to the protection of civilians, 
many of those military operators have plant-
ed collateral damages. It is something to be 
taken into consideration. While attacking ISIS 
somewhere in their hideaways, if there are 
civilians around or not, they don’t seem to 
care. This is the truth and we should face that. 
This could be a starting point to raise aware-
ness among the public, maintained by media 
reporting, by initiatives of NGOs and also by 
what you mentioned before in the framework 
of the United Nations. Actually, this is a power 
politics problem rather than a legal problem 
in my opinion.

Helena Chang: Power problem and geopoli-
tics. Allow me to add one question to you, 

Mr. Stockhammer! On one hand, terrorist 
groups won’t abide by any international laws 
or regulations. On the other hand, though, if 
the international corporations don’t look into 
the cultural differences as well as the racial 
issues, they are doomed to fail, no? What do 
you say?

Nicolas Stockhammer: Definitely! I think 
any international intervention and support 
in those regions should broadly discuss the 
question you just raised. And I think it partly 
happens, but as I mentioned before, many of 
those decisions are made in the framework 
of the UN Security Council with the interest 
of the actors playing a key role. The coor-
dinated position of the UN in such conflicts 
where some of the members of the Security 
Council are directly involved always entails 
difficulties. I think we should be very cauti-
ous with such analysis because the factuality 
sometimes tells us a different story without 
those realistic drawbacks. I agree with your 
point.

Helena Chang: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Stockhammer! Yes, I guess we’ll all have to 
be realistic. Mr. Kainrath, you are a political 
scientist. Do you see a bright future, in gene-
ral, concerning the protection of civilians in a 
fight against terrorism?

David Kainrath: Well, thank you for this ques-
tion! I’m not that experienced to predict the 
future. I see some positive trends and I see 
some worrying trends. I will start with the 
worrying trends. That is that the world is be-
coming a more and more unstable place. We 
have the proliferation of local and regional 
conflicts around the world. And we also see 
the destabilization and increasing lawless-
ness up to the level of failed states inside 
several countries, let along to mention the 
Middle East and North Africa region where 
there are several armed conflicts on the way, 
which also provide a safe haven and hotbed 
for terrorists.  

I would also like to mention the east of 
Ukraine where there is a civil war going on. 
All of those conflicts, of course they spillo-
ver. As Mr. Stockhammer already correctly 
pointed out, they are not completely isolated 
from where we’re living, the safer parts of 
the world, because there are returning fight-
ers from those conflicts. They’re also people 
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who leave from the safety of their relatively 
stable home countries to go and engage in 
these conflicts. This is a new challenge and 
will certainly not make the threat of terrorism 
and the fight of the civilian victims smaller, 
but rather bigger. 

On the positive side, though, I think in the last 
10-15 years, we have seen quite a few efforts 
to increase international cooperation to pre-
vent and fight terrorism. In this context, there 
is of course dimension where they use securi-
ty union strategy which points out a long list 
of measures about how the anti-terrorism au-
thorities of the different countries can better 
cooperate. We have a very special situation in 
Europe with freedom of travel among all the 
European countries. Yet there are 27 police 
agencies. There are 27 digital systems and 
so on. Only recently have they come to the 
conclusion that they must cooperate much 
more closely in order to effectively prevent 
terrorism. 

The same is happening on the international 
stage. Here I probably do not need to high-
light to you, the intricacies of the Shanghai 
cooperation organization which also has a 
mandate to help its members to fight ter-
rorism and separatism. And there is also the 
Collective Security Treaty Organization, which 
has a similar mandate for the Central Asian 
countries and Russia. I think if these corpo-
rations continue with development in good 
faith, our societies will be able to prevent 
more terrorist attacks. 

In the end, it all goes back to the root causes 
of terrorism. And there, I completely agree 
with Dr. Zanger, adding perhaps the old slo-
gan of the peace movement saying “There is 
no peace without justice”.

Helena Chang: Thank you so much for your 
insight, Mr. Kainrath! Time flies! As this forum 
is approaching its end, allow me to pass the 
floor back to Bernhard.

Bernhard Müller: Thank you, dear Helena! 
On behalf of URBAN FORUM and SINOPRESS, 
I would like to thank you all so much for your 
participation and your valuable input! We sin-
cerely hope to have another chance to meet 
each other again, to continue or to further our 
discussions! Thank you again and have a nice 
today!

21nd April 2021
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Entstehungsgeschichte, Struktur, inhaltliche 
Fundamente, Hintergründe und Relevanz, be-
sondere Merkmale sowie Chancen und He-

rausforderungen ihrer Umsetzung werden 
umfassend erläutert. Fachkundige AutorInnen 
beleuchten in 18 Beiträgen vielseitige praxis-
bezogene Facetten der Agenda 2030 in unter-
schiedlichen Gesellschaftsbereichen und zei-
gen Perspektiven ihrer Umsetzung auf: Städte 
und Gemeinden, Wirtschaft und Unternehmer-
tum, Arbeit, Wissenschaft, Bildung, Kunst, Digi-
talisierung, Ernährung, Abfallwirtschaft, Inklu-
sion, Klima- und Umweltschutz sowie privates 
Engagement und Handeln.
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Dieser Sammelband will einen kompakten 
Überblick zur Rolle der öffentlichen Hand und 
vor allem der Kommunen und ihrer Leistungen 
der Daseinsvorsorge, aber auch der wirtschafts-
politischen Rolle, die Staat und Kommunen, 
gerade in Krisenzeiten haben können und müs-
sen, geben. Die aktuellen Diskussionen und 
Erfahrungen stehen dabei ebenso im Fokus 
wie der Versuch eines Blicks in die mögliche 
Zukunft einer progressiven, kommunalen Wirt-

schaftspolitik. Der Begriff der Wohlfahrtsstadt 
ist im Gegenzug zu jenem des Wohlfahrtsstaa-
tes jung und wenig etabliert – zu Unrecht, wie 
die HerausgeberInnen meinen. Nach Jahrzehn-
ten an Privatisierung, Deregulierung, Outsour-
cing und reiner Austeritätspolitik hat in den 
letzten Jahren ein gewisses Umdenken stattge-
funden. Nicht zuletzt durch die COVID-19-Pan-
demie und ihre mannigfaltigen verheerenden 
Folgen wurden die Vorzüge einer öffentlichen 
Daseinsvorsorge inklusive stabilem Sozial- und 
Gesundheitssystem öffentlich wahrgenom-
men, thematisiert, geschätzt und dadurch 
mancherorts gestärkt. 
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In einer ganzheitlichen Betrachtung werden die 
Zukunftsperspektiven jener Instrumente unter-
sucht, die die Menschen „für die konkrete Um-
setzung der Mobilität“ in den urbanen Räumen 
(Städten und Stadtregionen) benötigen. Die 
Palette erstreckt sich dabei vom Fußverkehr 

über Zweiräder jeder Art, den motorisierten In-
dividualverkehr und die öffentlichen Verkehrs-
mittel hin zu modernen, digitalen Hilfsmitteln. 
Aber auch Logistik und Luft- sowie Schifffahrt 
wurden untersucht, weil thematisch unver-
zichtbar. Ausgehend von einer geschichtlichen 
Retrospektive und einer Feststellung des Status 
quo, haben alle Autorinnen und Autoren den 
Blick in die Zukunft gerichtet und versucht, Pro-
gnosen abzugeben.

Bestellungen werden unter office@urbanforum.at gerne entgegengenommen.


